Figure 2-40
Alternative F: Right-of-Way Development Allocations

g 1 Montana
E
%
g {12}
89}
Idaho 5 L
Bozeman
Oregon (o3}
A Salmon
{
’EB
,"
%4 ‘ Wyoming
93 Boise
7" |daho
(26}
% v Falls
ety [
\
: 75 / Pocatello
g g <
84
Twin Falls
53 e
Nevada Utah
0 50 Miles
L1111
feoy |
Constraint Existing Utility Corridor
Exclusion Idaho and SW Montana
Avoidance D Sub-regional boundary

Open




Figure 2-41
Alternative A: Wind and Solar Development Allocations
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Figure 2-42
Alternative B: Wind and Solar Development Allocations
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Figure 2-43
Alternative C: Wind and Solar Development Allocations
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Figure 2-44
Alternative D: Wind and Solar Development Allocations
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Figure 2-45
Alternative E: Wind and Solar Development Allocations
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Figure 2-46
Alternative F: Wind and Solar Development Allocations
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Figure 2-47
Alternative A: Existing Designated Utility Corridors
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Figure 2-48
Alternative B: Existing Designated Utility Corridors
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Figure 2-49

Alternative C: Existing Designated Utility Corridors
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Figure 2-50
Alternative D: Existing Designated Utility Corridors
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Figure 2-51
Alternative E: Existing Designated Utility Corridors
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Figure 2-52
Alternative F: Existing Designated Utility Corridors
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Alternative A:

Figure 2-53
Fluid Mineral Resource Allocations

Oil and Gas
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Figure 2-54
Alternative B: Fluid Mineral Resource Allocations
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